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From: LORRY SWAIN <lorryswain @yahoo.com>
To: <yhf@nrc.gov>
Date:

| BARE33 Tl
' 10/24/05 9:15PM
Subject: '

Comments on the DEIS related to the USEC application for the ACP proposed for
construction and operation in Piketon Ohio

Please consider our following comments and concerns in response to your DEIS on the USEC, Inc
application for license to construct and operate a centrifuge diffusion uranium enrichment facility in
Piketon, Ohio.

We live nearby and downwmd from the PGDP which is the site of the proposed ACP. As community
members who will be affected by the environmental impacts of this proposed plant, we are strongly
opposed to its construction and operation for the following reasons:

In projecting safety risks you have painted a rosy picture of USEC operations using injury rates from

the old PGDP operations in 2002 and 2003. But operations at that USEC facility shut down in 2001 and
have been on cold standby since that time. As you know, USEC has a disgraceful safety record. During
the time that operations were in effect at Piketon (and Paducah) USEC received many NRC violations

notices; many more than other nuclear materials handlers licensed by you. Why is this not factored into
your assessment of the safety risks?

In the DEIS claims are made about the net gain of jobs for our community if USEC is licensed to
proceed with the ACP. Figures as high as a net gain of 3,000 jobs are alluded to in the DEIS. However

using USEC's own data, we see that after the decommissioning of the old PGDP and with thé operation of
the proposed ACP there will actually be a net loss of jobs in the community. Even if we had no other

concerns about the USEC proposal, we would have grave concerns about a project that promises to cost
the community so much and pay back so little.

We are not convinced by your risk assessment of accidents, injuries and illnesses. Many unanswered
questions remain about the transport of materials to and from the plant as well as the operations within
and the clean-up of the old plant. We believe that long-term latent ilinesses are understated in the report

We believe that the problem of safe, permanent storage of radioactive wastes generated over the past 50
years at that site and projected to be generated over the next 50 years at the site are still unsolved

We wonder if we would even be having this conversation with you if we were not a poor, rural

Appalachian community that looks very much like the other poor communities that have been exploited by
the energy corporations for the benefit of a few and to the detriment of the many

We repeat, we are strongly opposed to the licensing of USEC for their propsed project and we urge
you to deny the application.
Sincerely,

Lomita R. Swain and Eric P. O'Neil
385 Franklin Road,

South Shore, Kentucky 41175

e
0 2
o3
1 -
- Yahoo! FareChase - Search multiple travel sites in one click < =
M T
w
y -
srsp Heneen” Gorpdts

o~
&Wé«&yﬂy{ -013



Page 1|

Mail Envelope Properties (435D8722.190 : 19 : 57744)

Subject:

Creation Date:
From:

Created By:
Recipients

nrc.gov
twf4_po. TWFN_DO

YHF (Yawar Faraz)

Post Office
twf4_po. TWEN_DO

Files
MESSAGE
TEXT.htm
Mime.822

Options
Expiration Date:
Priority:
Reply Requested:
Return Notification:

Concealed Subject:
Security:

Comments on the DEIS related to the USEC application for the ACP
proposed for construction and operation in Piketon Ohio

10/24/05 9:14PM

LORRY SWAIN <lorryswain @yahoo.com>

lorryswain @yahoo.com

Route
nre.gov

Size Date & Time
2795 10/24/05 09:14PM
3491

7973

None

Standard -
"No~

None

No
Standard



